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from the second; and this it is which consists of 'an advance? from the general to the particular ; in the second, we reason out the consequences of an attribute; in the third we apprehend the essence of a given thing. This he calls ' an advance from' the former, not because it is gained by way of inference from it, but because, being immediate instead of mediate, it is superior to it. The other specialty of intuitive knowledge, viz. that it is concerned with f single things,5 does not mean that it apprehends only isolated facts and finite objects among the successions of the world, so as never to apply itself to the necessary and eternal; but only that it sees the necessary and eternal in the in-stance^ without requiring to get at it through prior cognisance of the total genus; and indeed leaps to the genus in and through the instance. Thus, you need only have the sample of extension in your own body in order to haive, in the idea of it, a knowledge of all extension as infinite and necessary; you do not reason, deductively, from the attribute down to the particular mode; or climb, inductively, from all observed modes to the attribute; but immediately understand the given case as a rrapaSety/za embodying the essence of the attribute. Spinoza illustrates this meaning, not very happily, by an example which he gives both in his Short Treatise and in his Ethics; of the different ways in which you may know and use the rule of three. You- may trust it and apply it from mere authority and custom, in which case your knowledge is only of the first kind, a blind preconception. You may proceed on the strength of Euclid's proof of the common property of proportionals; and then your reckoning is a deduction^ and your knowledge rational^ under the second head. Or, on simple inspection of the numbers one, two, three, you may perceive at a glance, without any calculation, that the true fourth is six1. It does not seem to occur to Spinoza that, in such instances, the conclusion may be reached by a rapid process of thought,
1 De Deo, Stc^ II. i. Vol. II. 302; Eth. II. xl. Schol.   See also De Intell. Emend. Vol. I. p. 9, where the same example is adduced.